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The intent of this bill is to promote a child care program
throughout the State. As part of the strategy this bill seeks
to amend Chapter 343, the state EIS law by adding a new section
that would mandate the Environmental Council to add to the
content requirements of Environmental Impact Statements a
provision to require an applicant to address provisions for
childcare. This would be included in the description of a
project's technical, economic, social and environmental
characteristics.
Our statement on this bill does not represent an
institutional position of the University of Hawaii.
The Environmental Council is given the authority to
prescribe the contents of Environmental Impact Statements under
HRS 343-6 (a) (1). There is nothing in this section that
prohibits the Environmental council from mandating the inclusion
of childcare information in its EIS content requirement.
Therefore, the Environmental council already has the authority
to prescribe the inclusion of childcare information in the
content requirements, if they determine that such inclusion is
warranted.
We would not recomend singling out provisions for childcare
in the content requirements for an Environmental Impact
Statement, because such specificity leads to a proliferation of
special interest topics.
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
~ . . .
The need for childcare prov1s10ns to be addressed in the EIS
can be identified during the EIS review process and when
applicable their inclusion can be required under existing rules.
The rationale for singling out only private developers is
unclear. Many developments proposed by state and county
agencies create jobs and impact on child care facilities.
Limiting the requirements to only applicants (p. 3 Line 21)
would address only part of the problem.
